






Illinois Site Assessment Corridor Factor Score Sheet 

Factor 
Maximum 

Points 
South 

Section 
Central 
Section 

North 
Section 

1. Amount of Agricultural Land Required (acres) 30 567 198 291 

2. Location of the Proposed Alignment 30 — — — 

    a. Percent of route utilizing existing pavement  33 47 40 

    b. Percent of route adjacent to existing alignment (but 
not utilizing existing pavement) 

 0 63 38 

3. Acres of Offsite Agricultural Land Required for Borrow 
Mitigation 15 Unknown 

4. Acres of Prime and Important Farmland Required for 
Mitigation 15 Unknown 

5. Creation of Severed Farm Parcels (acres) 10 2,127.0 255.4 1,515.1 

6. Creation of Uneconomical Remnant (acres) 10 11.9 2.9 2.1 

7. Creation of Landlocked Parcels (acres) 10 44 689 12 

8. Creation of Adverse Travel (miles) 10 15.4 0 3.6 

9. Relocations of Rural Residences (RR) and 
Farm Buildings (FB) (Number) 

10 3 RR;     
19 FB 

5 RR;  
7 FB 

4 RR; 
22 FB 

10. Utilization of Minimum Design Standards 10 See below 

Total Site Assessment Corridor Points 150    

 
10. Utilization of Minimum Design Standards: Throughout the IL 29 Phase I design process, 
specific designs have been employed to minimize impacts to farmland. During the alternatives 
screening process, alignments with greater agricultural impacts were eliminated. Specifically N-4, 
which was east of existing IL 29 in the north section (near Putnam), and C-2, the bluff alignment, 
were both eliminated. The bluff alignment affected 626 acres of agricultural land, 428 acres more than 
the proposed project in the Central Section. The proposed project would maximize the use of existing 
right-of-way and minimize new right-of-way required by widening the existing alignment where it is 
practical and feasible. Bypasses were only recommended when they were the only feasible option. 
Bypasses were recommended west of Chillicothe and west of Henry because building a 65-mph 
facility through those communities would have displaced many businesses and residences and created a 
barrier in the heart of the communities. The use of existing right-of-way was also maximized between IL 6 
and Cedar Hills Drive (South Section) by locating the proposed alignment within IDOT's existing right-of-
way and selecting the diamond with a loop interchange at Cedar Hills Drive. Selecting this interchange 
type minimized the impact to privately owned agricultural land north of Cedar Hills Drive. It should be 
noted that the agricultural impacts of the proposed McGrath interchange are included in the impacts 
reported on this form, but IDOT has indicated that the interchange would only be built when development 
in that area is dense enough to warrant an interchange. In other words, the agricultural impacts in the 
area surrounding the proposed McGrath interchange will precede the construction of the interchange 
rather than be caused by the interchange.   



SOILS IMPACTED 
For AD-1006 Form 

MUSYM 
Prime, Important or 

Other 
Acres 

Impacted  MUSYM 
Prime, Important 

or Other 
Acres 

Impacted 

25G Other 7  379A Prime 73 

28 Prime 74  379B Prime 74 

37B Prime 50  398A Prime 23 

54B Important 37  398B Prime 15 

54D Important 8  399A Prime 8 

77 Prime 25  399B Prime 27 

87B Prime 148  406 Prime 1 

88C2 Important 12  439B Prime 97 

93E Other 1  536 Other 2 

104 Prime 24  549G Other 1 

107 Prime 5  570A Prime 8 

132 Prime 15  570C Important 10 

145B2 Prime 1  618E Other 1 

148B Prime 4  857G Other 3 

149 Prime 1  865 Other 5 

150A Prime 8  883F Other 2 

150C Important 4  2802B Other 4 

152A Prime 6  3070 Other 1 

198 Prime 12  3360L Other 1 

199A Prime 1  3480 Prime 10 

199B Prime 10  3480L Other 21 

224D3 Important 7  7070 Prime 12 

224E Other 5  7081 Other 9 

233C2 Important 8  8077 Prime 8 

282F Other 4  8107 Prime 2 

290A Prime 60  8107A Other 25 

290B2 Other 1  8368A Prime 41 

304B Prime 134  W Other 9 

344B Prime 1     
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